We know Dr. Phillips to be able, ardent, and industrious. He has studied in a good school, St. George's, and what he has studied he has made his own.
This then is one objection to the theory; it does not account for the manifest distinction between inflammation and congestion.
Inflammation is not an absolute condition, fixed in its characters, and unvarying in its features. On the one hand, it can scarcely be distinguished from congestion; the tint is dull, the circulation languid, stimulants, (which cause contraction,) remove it. On the other hand, the circumstances differ from the former; the colour of the part is of a vivid scarlet, the heat is great, the circulation hurried, stimulants aggravate the inflammatory action.
It is a second objection to the theory we are considering, that it does not explain these different kinds of inflammation.
Let us take an instance of active inflammation in an external part, and try the theory by its applicability to the several phenomena. Those that in every instance the smaller vessels are weakened and dilated, the circulation in them retarded.
We might advert to one of the foundations of the theory?the supposition that the action of the capillaries is contraction. We know very little of the capillary vessels?our notions of their action are founded, at the best, upon presumptions, possessed of a certain degree of plausibility; and a theory which is founded on a theory, is a house upon the sands.
There are circumstances accompanying* growth and reparation, which deserve to be considered in examining the nature of inflammation.
Growth we suppose to be an active process, as it is most vigorous in youth and health, most feeble in debility and disease, almost annulled in age. There is a strong analogy between growth and reparation. During the reign of one the other is most powerful. Reparation is essentially effected by inflammation. Growth is not actually inflammation, because there are wanting in it some of the phenomena, and most of the consequences attending that process. But growth, although not inflammation, is a state approaching to it. The vessels in growth become enlarged, the circulation active, the nervous system excitable. The period of growth is the period for phlegmonous inflammation, and, as we said before, for reparative inflammation in its perfection. Here there is a strong analogy between the phenomena displayed by the vascular system in growth and in inflammation.
Analogy is not proof, but it is not to be discarded in discussions, and it is al-M KDlCO-CH I K URGICAL RkVI KVV.
[April 1 ways subsidiary to proof. In growth few will pretend to say that the vessels are weakened, for they are then most active, yet in inflammation, analogically comparable to growth, we are told that they are so.
Hitherto Here is a process half growth, half inflammation; and it does seem to us that the smaller vessels have a power conferred on them which they did not previously possess, rather than that they are deprived of their usual quantum of it. We give this as an apposite example, but the reparative process is in principle the same, whether a bone have been broken or a finger cut, in whatever tissue, in short, it is exerted. We recommend all who wish to see the theory to which we have now so frequently alluded stated explicitly, and supported ably, to peruse the work itself.
It does credit to the research and the judgment of its author.
